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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
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Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
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Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
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substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 
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- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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June 05, 2007 

Proposed Examiner's amendment for 10/706,179 
Cancel claims 2, 8, 15, 21, and 23. 
1 .(Currently Amended) 

A method of processing a request for a plurality of 

Web services comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request specifying at least two Web services; 

extracting an object pattern from the request; 

storing the object pattern from the request in a common memory; 

scanning the common memory with at least two watchers, wherein each 
watcher is assigned to a Web service and a rule for invoking an 
associated one of the at least two Web services; 

detecting that the object pattern matches the rule of one of the at least 
two watchers, wherein a first watcher having a rule matching the object 
pattern invokes an associated one of the at least two Web services, 
wherein the one of the at least two invoked Web services instructs the 
first watcher to modify the object pattern; 

modifying the object pattern by the first watcher according to 
instructions from the associated one of the at least two Web services; 

detecting by a second watcher that the modified object pattern matches 
the rule assigned to the second watcher; and 

invoking by the second watcher the other one of the at least two Web 
services assigned to the second watcher. 

detecting a termination criterion by a termination watcher, wherein a rule 
within the termination watcher matches the pattern object; wherein the 
termination watcher returns the pattern object back to at least one 
servlet; and 

sending a response to the request by the at least one servlet. 



Claim 9 A system comprising a processor for processing complex 
requests for Web services; wherein said system comprising: 

A Hypertext Transfer Protocol server configured to receive a request for 
at least two Web services; 

At least one servlet configured to extract a pattern object from the 
request; wherein the pattern object specifies the at least two Web 
services; 

A common memory that temporarily stores the pattern object while the 
specified at least two Web services being executed; 

At least two watchers wherein each watcher is assigned to a Web 
service and a rule for invoking an associated one of the at least two 
Web services, wherein: 

The at least two watchers scanning the common memory in parallel to 
determine whether the stored pattern object matches the assigned rule 
for invoking a Web service associate with each watcher; 

a first watcher having a rule matching the object pattern invokes an 
associated one of the at least two Web services, wherein the one of the 
at least two invoked Web services instructs the first watcher to modify 
the object pattern; 

the first watcher modifying the object pattern according to instructions 
from the associated one of the at least two Web services; 

detecting by a second watcher that the modified object pattern matches 
the rule assigned to the second watcher; 

the second watcher invoking the other one of the at least two Web 
services assigned to the second watcher; 

a termination watcher detecting a termination criterion wherein a rule 
within the termination watcher matches the pattern object; wherein the 
termination watcher returns the pattern object back to the at least one 
servlet; and 



the at least one servlet sending a response to the request. 



